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owner as to the amount of his zakat is taken only in case
he is himself positive about it, and in such case it is well to
put him on oath if there is ground for suspicion. If, how-
ever, the property owner is only guessing, his conjecture is
not taken into account, the amount being determined other-
wise.

1 If the property owner contends that he paid (ikhrajaha)
his zakat directly to the poor, his word is accepted, if the
collector had not arrived on time when the zakat'$ payment
became possible; but the collector, if he has suspicions, may
require him to take oath.   According to one view, the zakat
is collected from the owner if he refuses to take the oath,
but according to another view, it is not.   If, however, the
owner contends having himself disbursed his zakat notwith-
standing the arrival of the collector on time, his word is not
accepted if it is said that the owner is obliged to pay his
zakat to the collector, but his word is accepted if it is said
that the payment of zakat to the collector is only a mitsta-
habb.

If the property owners claim to have paid the collector
their zakat, and the collector denies it, the disbursed owners
are sworn to the truth of their claim and released from their
dues.

2 If the collector, whether of the full-powered or the ex-
ecutive type, confesses having received the zakat from the
owners, his word is accepted during his tenure of office,
but there are two views concerning the acceptance of his
word after his dismissal from office.   Those who hold that
the payment of zakat to the collector is a mitstahabb say
that his word is still accepted, but those who hold that the
payment of zakat to the collector is a wajib obligation say
that his word after dismissal from office is not accepted,
and that independent evidence must be presented to prove
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